THE  REBUILDING   OF  LONDON
Those injured by the changes appealed by petition either
for their reversal or for relief. Such petitions could not be
ignored, yet monetary compensation was often out of the
question. Plans had to be altered, and work done over again.
The City was troubled, hampered, restricted, by a thousand
considerations, minor in comparison with the main object, but
vital to the people concerned. It could not drive straight for-
ward: it had always to arbitrate, mediate, amend, compromise.
This was the constant background to its work under the Acts.
The subjects changed but the troubles remained. It had, for
example, been hard enough to decide which streets should be
widened and to what dimensions, but it was even harder to
preserve those decisions intact. Directly men were able to 'ob-
serve the ... streets in the city.. . marked out with piles drove
into the ground', they were able also to observe what the effects
upon their own sites would be. Some accepted them with
resignation, others did not. Petitions flowed in upon the City,
some from individual owners on whom a loss bore particularly
heavily, others from a whole neighbourhood fearing for the
destruction of its amenities. In Water Lane, near the Tower,
for example, William Wheatley was moved by the loss of a
strip seven feet in depth along a frontage of sixty yards to urge
that the staking should be carried out at the expense of the
opposite side of the street.1 He appears to have failed, but
John Saunders, who was similarly affected, was successful in
obtaining a substantial reduction in the width proposed for
Fetter Lane.2 In Huggen Lane, Wood Street, the protest was
general. The inhabitants feared that, if opened to fourteen
feet, the lane would become a regular route for carts, and, as
they had no wish to see the paving broken up and their own
doorways rendered unsafe, they petitioned that the so-called
'improvement' might be rescinded. Since there was an alterna-
tive route close at hand, the City was sympathetic, and the
1 Repert., 72, f. 105.
* Ibid., f. 112. As it was ordered at first the lane would have been made twenty feet
wide* His petition caused it to be reduced to sixteen. Even this did not satisfy one of
bis neighbours, but the City refused to sanction any further reduction.
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